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REMARKS 

Claims 4-6 and 26-32 remain pending m the applicadoiL Claims 1*3 and 7-2S ars 
cancelled. 

Applicant's imcnidcait an qpparaToa mi meChod for editing audio visiial streams, provides 
an eEEcient way to edit atodio visual streams. Accoiding to the invention, a plurality of clients is 
connected with an editing server via a network. The editing server receives editing information 
fiom the clients tiiat includes audio visual (AV) streams and editing operations to be perfomaed 
on Qie AV stream. The editing scrvesr perfbms the editing operation^ reduces the resohitiun to 
reduce network traffic and then transmits the edited AV stream to the client Thus the editing 
server peribims as an editing engine for eadi of the plurality of cHenta. The use of a sin^ 
editing server for multiple clients reduces cost by elizninating the need to host editing hardware 
and software on each of the clients* 

Claims 1-6, 18, 22, 26-29, 30-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being un- 
patentable over Ndkata et al (U.S. 2003/0091329) in view of Fujtta et al 6^92,619). 
Qaims 1 -3, 1 8, and 22 arc cancelled herdn, ^plicant traverses the rejection. 

As set forth in /« re Kahn, 441 F.3d 977, 987-988 (Fed, Cir. 2006): 

Tbe motivation-suggeBtion-teadutiig test picks up where file analogous aort 
test leaves off and informs the Graham analysis, [Graham v. John Deere 
Co., 383 1, 13-14 (1966),] 

To reach a non-hindsight driven conclusion as to whether a person having 
ordinary skin in the art at the time of the invention would have viewed the 
subject matter as a whole to have been obvious in view of multiple 
refbcences, the Board must provide some rationale, articuIatioQy or 
reasoned basis to explain why the conclusion of obviousness is correct. 
The requirement of such an explanation is consistent with governing 
cbviousneBs law. ... 
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A suggestLoo* t^a o h iffgu or niotivBtioii to cotnbiAo the idevant prior ait 
teachings does not have to be finind explictfly in the prior axti as 'Ifac 
teaching; xnotivatioxi, or Gaiggcstion may be implicit from the prior ait as a 
whole, rather than expressly stated in the refereoces. . . * The test for an 
implicit showing is what Qie comhined toachinga, knowledge of one of 
ordinary skill inihe art, and &e nature of flie problem to be ootved as a 
whole would have suggested to those of ordmary skill in the art.** 
However^ lejectioiis on obviousness grounds cannot be sustained by mere 
conclusoiy statements; instead^ there must be some artic alatBd Teaaoniiig 
with some rafional undemhiniTig to suDDOit fae lewl QOTlclvtfim 
obviousness. This requirBinent is as much rooted in tSie Administrative 
"Procedure [for our review of BOiSid detenninations], which ensures 
due process and non-arbitrary decisionmaldng, as it is in §103* 

Nakaia discloses a stand alone editing system for producing broadcast television 
programs quickly and easily {Nakatu, Paragr^h 6), A broadcasting station's daily server 6 
supplies a video S7 and audio S8 to an editing processing unit 3 {Nakata^ Paragraph 74)« 
The editing processing unit 3, part of an editing apparatus 1, captures the video S7 and audio 
signal S8 for editing by an operator {Nakaia^ Paragrt^ih 74). An operator edits the captured 
video S7 and audio sigaal S8 producing a broadcast television program {Nakata, Paragraph 87). 
The broadcast television program is then stored in an on air bufTer 9 for broadcast {Nakata^ 
Paragraph 108). Thus, Ihe complete editing process is accomplished m a single stand alone 
editir^ apparatus 1 {Nakata^ Figure 1). This is unlike Applicant's invention in whidi multiple 
client stations send audio visual files and editing operations to a single editor. 

Fujita discloses an image editing system having nuiltiple editing terminals 4 and a 
server3 connected througji a conoqpfuter network 2 iFujUa^ Figure 1). The server 3 has a 
redundant array of inexpensive disks (ItAID) for storing video and sounds signals (JP^ita, 
Cohmm 2, lioes 45-47, 52-54). The stored video and sound signals are stored as image data on 
tiieserver3. The irnage data is retrieved by the editing tcmrfnals 4, edi^ 
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ihe server for stomge {Fujiia, lines 23-25), The editing process is thus executed m of the 
ptairality of editing tetminals 4. The senm 3 serves as a data library storing multiple copies of 
image data for retrieval and editing by the editing Cerminals, Hiis is mHikc Applicant's invention 
in which multtple client stations send audio visual files and editing operations to a six^e editor. 

Claims 4-6 and 30-32 redte an "editii^ infarniaiLon receiving unit (step) operable to 
receive editing information Com a cJxent out of a plumlity of clients via a network whetdn the 
editing infbmiatxon specifies ait editing operation** and a ^^transmitting unit (step) operable to 
transmit each AV stream for which the editing operation has been perfbimed to ttte client via a 
netwotfc," A single editing server thus acts as an editing engine fin a plurality of clients. CUents 
send editing information to the editing server, the server ^^pcr^brms an editing operation" and the 
edited AV stream is sent back to <be client In Nakata, as explained above editzz^ is 
accomplished in a standalone editing aopafattis 1 without a plurality of clients specifying editing 
infonnation. In Figita a single server 3 acts as an audio visual storage device for a plurality of 
flditmfr terminals 4 with editing opcratioiis occulting on multiple teimhzals* Thus the recited 
fe^ure of a single editing server for a plurality of clients is not disclosed or si^ggested hyNahata 
or Pujita. 

Applicant's editing server provides potential cost savings over a Nakata or Ftffita system. 
Nakata's system is a standalone system for a sole operator and the system requires a complete 
package of audio visual editing hardware and software. To perform parallel editing operations 
multiple Nakata systems would need to be purchased Ft^ita system provides multiple editing 
stations for muttiple operators wilh £ach editing station requiring a oantmlete T>ftckage of audio 
visual hardware and software. Ilius multiple editing hardware and software packages are 
required increasing cost. Applicatit's invention provides multiple editing stations for multiple 
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operatoOT requiring ob!v one hardware and floftware package reducing tiie per ofwator cost of 
editing hardware and sofiwaie. 

Claims 4-6 and 30-32 also recite a size reducing imit (step) operable to Ttduco a 
resolution of ttie combined video fiame. The Office Action asserts liiat Nakata in paragrq[)bs 
248-255 itescribes the combining of editing firames which genexates a combined video resohition 
of th« edited fiames (OfSoc Action, Page 5, lines 16-18). The cited to>ct, however, doea not 
inchide any disclo&rore or sujBgestion thai the resolution is reduced. The text desctibes the 
operation of the atand alone editing ^iparatixa 1 bat nowhere in the text is the reduction of 
resolution of a combined video frame mentioned. 

Claims 26-30 recite an editing server oonfignred to; store AV streams from a first and 
second editing client^ necefve instructions fi>r editing Che AV streams fiom first $nd second 
editing cUentfii and transmit the combined AV stream to first and second editing clients. The 
Office Action asserts ikuat Nakata discloses receiving instructions fiom the first and second 
editing clients for editing flie AV stream (Office Action, Page 8, Lines 18-22). The OfSce 
Action, however, cites a descaiption of the Log Window Qfakata, Paragraph 192). The Log 
Window is one of Nakata's Graphical User Jhterfeces (GUI) (Nakata, Paragr^h 168, 192). 
Nakata's GUI are all displayed on monitor 2B {Nakata^ Figure 1, Paragreph 170). Monitor 2B is 
part of tiie stand alone editing apparatus 1 {Nakata Figure 1). 

Using Nakata *s system an operator makes ^ting selections using die GUIs displayed on 
monitor 2B (Nakata, Paragraph 170). Editmg instruc^ons are entered tluoiig^ a viewer window, 
a log window, a program window, and a device icon dt^Iayed on monitor 2B of the stand alone 
editing apparatus 1 (Nakata, Figure 1, 12-18, Paragnrphs 169, 201, 222). AM editing instnictions 
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onginate fixim the standalone editiiKg $ippar2tas 1 and not fiom client stations. Thus Nakata teSk 
to disclose or suggest that editing iostnictions atr received fiom first and second cKents. 

New independent Claim 33 fiom Claim 26 adds a combination of structural features not 
lecited in claim 26» nor suggested in the cited ait. Claim 33 includes a storage unit II for storing 
AV data, a video efiect producing unit 12, a video unit 13, an AV data managsment unit 14 a 
plurality of decoders 121-122 and a phirality of encoders 124 (Application, Page20-Iine 24 - 
Page 21-Line 2S). 

For the reasons stated above, Applicant respectfully requesta that flie rejection bo 
withdrawn. Applicant believes the application is now in condition for allowance and early 
notification of the same is hereby requested. 

If the Examiner believes that a telephone conference would help further the prosecution 
of this matter^ fiie undersigned attorney can be reached at Ifae listed telephone number. 

I hereby certify that this correspandence is being Very truly yours, 
transmitted via fiacshnile to the USPTO at 

571-273-8300 on September 28, 2006. SNELL & WILMER LiJP- 

By: Sharon Famus 

Siguature 
Dated: September 28, 2006 




Costa Mesa, Califbrma 92626-7689 
Telephone: (714)427-7420 
Facsimile: (7 W) ^27-7799 
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